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Opmions Per Curiam, ete.

OPINIONS PER CURIAM, ETC., FROM OCTOBER 13,
1902, TO JANUARY 18, 1908.

No. 55. Groree Ts8UKAMOTO, APPELLANT, 9. JOEN LACKRMANN
Er AL Appeal from the Circuit Court of the United States for
the Northern District of Csliformia. Submitted October 16,
1902. Decided October 20, 1902. Per Curam. Final order
affirmed with costs, on the authority of Mennesota v Brundage,
180 U. S. 499, Markuson.v Boucher, 175 U. 8. 184, and cases
cited. Mr James G Maguure for the appellant. Mr. Thomas
D. Riordan for the appellees.

No. 255. WirLiam B. BrownN, APPELLANT, ». JouN H. DraAIN,
STREET SUPERINTENDENT, ETC., ET AL. Appeal from the Circuit
Court of the United States for the Southern District- of Cali-
forma. Motions to dismiss or affirm submitted October 14,
1902. Decided October 20, 1902. Per Curam. Decree af-
firmed with costs, on the authority of Spres v Iilinoss, 123 U. S.
131, Ruchardson v. Railroad Company, 169 U. S. 128, Wal-
ston v Neven, 128 U. S. 578 ; Fallbrook Irrgation Dustrect v.
Bradley, 164 U 8. 112, French v Asphalt Company, 181 TU. 8.
324, King v. Portland, 184 U 8. 61. (Mr. Justice Harlan
took no part in the disposition of this case.) Mr Joseph H.
Call for the appellant. Mr Albert H. Crutcher for the appel-
lees.

No. 349. Baxk or Iroxw GaTE, PraiNTIFF IN ERROR, 2. MAGGIE
A. Brapy, Exgcurrix, grc. In error to the Circuit Court of
the United” States for the Eastern District of Virginia. Sub-
mitted October 14, 1902. Decided October 20, 1902. Per Cu-
mam. Judgmentaffirmed with costs, on theauthority of Veazee
Bank v Fenno, 8 Wall. 533. Mr William L. Royall for the
plamntiff m error. Mr Solicitor General Richards for the de-
fendant 1 error.
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No. 394. Inpiana Power Compaxny, Pramtirr v Error, v.
Sr. JosgpE AxD Erkmarr Power Compaxy. In error to the
Supreme. Court of the State of Indiana. Motions to dismiss or
affirm submitted October 14,1902. Decided October 20, 1902.
Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction, on the
authority of Pum v St. Lowss, 165 U. S. 278, Cook County v.
Dock Company, 188 U. S. 635, Dewey v Des Mornes, 173 U. S.
198,200, Minang Company v McFadden, 180-U. 8. 585. Mr
Frank F Reed and Mr Ferdinond Winter for the plamntiff mn
error. Mr .Charles Francis Caruse for the defendant m error.

Nos. 828, 829 and 830. Cmarres T. CARNAHAN, PraomNTIFF
1N Error, v. P K. Conworry. In error to the Court of Appeals
of the State of Colorado. Motion to dismiss submitted Octo-
ber 20,1902. Decided October 27,1902. Per Curiam. Writs
-of error dismissed for want of jurisdiction on the authority; of
Eustisv Bolles, 150 U. S. 361, Harrson v Morton, 171 U. 8.
38, Ere Railroad Company v Purdy, 185 T 8. 148,and other
cases and see Carnahan v Connolly, 68 Pac. Rep. 836. Ar.
Charles J. Hughes, Jr., for the plamtiff i ervor. Mr C. S.
Thomas, Mr. W H. Bryant and Mr H. H. Lee for the de-
fendant 1n ‘error.

No. 60. Wizziam A. CALVERT, ADMINISTRATOR, ETC., PLAIN-
TirF IN ERROR, v. SourEERN Ratnway Cormeany. In error to
the Circuit Court of the United States for the District of South
Carolina. Argued October 81, 1902. Decided November 3,
1902. Per Cumam. Judgment affirmed, with costs, on the
authority of 8t Lowws and Sam Francisco Raslway Company v.
James, 161 U. S. 545 , and see Calvert v Southern Railway Com-
pany, 64 8. C. 143, 41 8. E. Rep. 963: MUr William N Gray-
don for the plamntiff in error. Mr George E. Hamilton and Mr
Fowpfaw Barrison for the defendant 1n error.

No. 15. Crarence E. Corrins, PLANTIFF 1IN ERROR, 2. STATE
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or New Hampsnire. -In errof to the ‘Supreme Court of the
State of New Hampshire. = Argued: and submitted January 7
and 8, 1902. Restored to docket for reargument January 20,
1902. Reargued April 17, 1902, November 10, 1902. Judg-
ment.affirmed, with costs, by an equally divided court. M.
Wm. D. Gutkre and Mr A. H. Veeder for the plaintiff in error.
Mr. Edwin G Euastman for the defendant in error.

No. 861. Errza A. Warr, Praintier I Error, ». Orp Cor-
ony Trust Company Er AL. In error to-the Supreme Judicial
Court of the State of Massachusetts. Motions to dismiss or
affirm submitted November 3, 1902. Decided November 10,
1902. Per Curam: Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on
the authority of Hustisv Bolles, 150 U. S. 361, and see Wall
v. Old Colony Trust Company, 174 Massachusetts, 340, 177
Massachusetts, 275. Mr L, L. Scasfe for the plaintiff n error.
Mr Feliz Rackemann, Mr. Moorfield Story, Mr. Ezra R.
Thayer, Mr J L. Thurndike and Mr L. S. Dabney for the
defendants 1n error.

No. 91. Marrea E. Smite BT AL, Pramtirrs mv Error, ».
Epwarp F. Browx, RecErver, rro. In error to the United
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. Ar-
gued and submitted November 13, 1902. Decided Novem-
ber 17, 1902. Per Curiam. Judgment affirmed, with costs,
on the authority of Studebaker v Perry, 184 U S. 258, Me-
Donald v Thompson, 184 U. 8. 71, United States v. Know, 102
U. 8. 422, (see case below, Deweese v. Smith, 106 Fed. Rep.
438,) and case remanded to the Circuit Court of the United
States for the Western District of Missourr. Mr Wm. I
Williams for the plamtifis m error. My William S. Shwrk for
the defendant m error.

No. 400. Districr oF Coru:teia, Apperraxt, ©. ELias E.
Barnes. Appeal from the Court of Claims. Motion to dis-
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miss. Submitted November 17, 1902. Decided December 8,
1902. Per Curiam. Appeal dismissed. Act of June 6, 1900,
.81 Stat. . 789, p. 572, Gordon’s United States, 117 U. 8. 697,
2 Wall. 561, Dustrict of Columbia v Eslin, 183 U. S. 62, 65.
Mr Solicitor General Riwchards and Mr Lobert A. Howard for
the appellant. Mr Jokn C. Fay for the appellee

No. 438. FERDINAND SIEGEL ET AL., APPELLANTS, 2. S. L.
Swawrrs, Trustee. Appeal from the United States Circuit
Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. Motion to dismiss.
Submitted December 1, 1902. Decided December 8, 1902.
Per Curiam. Appeal disinissed for the want of jurisdiction,
on the authonty of Bogy v Daugherty, 184 U. 8. 696, Has-
eltine v Ceniral Bank, 183 U. S. 130, Keystone Manganese and
Iron Company v Martin, 132 U. S. 91.  Mr Edward C. Eliot
for the appellants. M» Daved Goldsmatk for the appellee.

No. 874. Georee F Harping, APPELLANT, v. JouN S. Hart
ET AL. Appeal from the United States Circuit Court of Ap-
peals for the Seventh Circnit. Motion to dismiss. Submitted
December 1,1902. Decided December 15,1902. Per Curiam.
Dismissed for the want of jurisdiction on the authovity of Hu-
guley Manyfucturing Company’ v. Galeton Cotton Mills, 184+
U. 8. 290, 294, and cases cited, Rouse v Letcher, 156 T. S. 47,
and see Hurding v Hart, 186 U. S. 483. Mr A. 4. Hoch-
ling; Jr., for the appellant. M» Frederre. Ullman and Mr. D
J Schuyler for the appellees.

No. 128. Craicaco, BurriNgToN AND QuiNoy Rariroap Com-
PANY, Pratnrirr In Error; v. Kate G. WoLFE, ADMINISTRATRIX,
Erc. In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Nebraska. |
Argued December 17,1902. Decided December 22, 1902. Per
Curiam. * Judgment affirmed with costs, on the authority. of
Chacago, Bock Island-fe. Railroad Company v Zernecke, 183
U.8.582. Mr J W Deweese and Mr Charles F. Manderson



OCTOBER TERM, 1902. 639
Decisions on Petitions for Writs of Uertiorar:.

for the plamtiff m error. Mr T J Mahoney for the defend-
ant 1n error. -

No. 156. N. T. Coox, Prantirr 18 ERrOR, 2. STATE OF TEN-
NESSEE. In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Ten-
nessee. Motion to dismiss. Submitted January 5, 1903. De-
cided January 12,1908. Per Curiam. Dismissed for the want
of jurisdiction on the authority of Haseltine v Savings Bank
of Springfield, Me., 183 U. 8. 130, Bogy v Daugherty, 184
U.8.696. AMr E. W ZRoss for the plamtiff mn error. Mr
Charles T Cates, J7., for the defendant 1n error.

No. 162. Annie WrIGHT SeMINARY, PLAINTIFF Iv ERROR, 2.
Ciry oF Tacoxa. In error to the Supreme Court of the State
of Washington. Submitted December 22, 1902. Decided Jan-
uary 12, 1903. Per Curwam. Dismissed for the want of juris-
diction on the authority of Gillis v Stincifield, 159 U. 8. 658;
Dittsburgh Company v. Cleveland Company, 178 T. 8. 279,
Speed v McCarthy, 181 U 8. 269, 275. See case below, 23
Washington, 109. Mr Jokn F Shafroth for the plamtiff m
error. Mr Dawnd A. Gourwk for the defendant in error.

Decisions on Petitions for Writs of Certiorari.
From October 13, 1902, to January 18, 1908.

No. 842. ArrrerENy OiL CoMPANY ET AL., PETITIONERS, 2.
Hiranm A. Sxyoer ET aL. October 20, 1902. Petition for a
writ of certiorar: to United. States Circuit Court ofAppeals for
the Sixth Circuit denied. Mr S. Sckoyer, Jr., for the petition-
ers. Mr Edward MceSweeneyand Mr D A. Hollingsworth for
the respondents,



